REMARKS 



Claims 1-27 are pending in the present application. Claims 1-27 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over U.S. Patent No. 6,798,412 
(Cowperthwaite ) in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,785,410 (Vining, et al). 

Applicant urges that the combination of Cowperthwaite and Vining fails to 
suggest or disclose a graphical user interface that includes, a plurality of main displays, 
each for displaying an image set a user interactive system for receiving from a user a 
first location of an object-of-interest in one of said image sets; and a correlation system 
for finding and displaying a second location, corresponding to said first location, of a 
corresponding second volume-of-interests in at least one of said other image sets, as 
essentially recited in independent claims 1, 10, and 19, for the reasons presented below. 

The Action cites Cowperthwaite , col. 1 1, lines 3-56, as disclosing a graphical user 
interface with a plurality of main displays and a user interactive system for receiving 
from the user a location of an object-of-interest. The Action concedes that 
Cowperthwaite fails to teach a correlation system for finding and displaying a second 
location, and then cites Vining (col. 6, lines 1-47, col. 7, lines 3-59) as teaching such a 
correlation system. 

Applicant respectfully disagrees with the Examiner's interpretation of these 
paragraphs. 

Cowperthwaite is directed to a method for rendering 3D images wherein objects 
remain visible when viewed from a viewpoint but do not occlude an object-of-interest 
viewed from the viewpoint to preserve contextual detail in the rendering. The section of 
Cowperthwaite cited by the Examiner as disclosing a plurality of main displays, each for 
displaying an image set a user interactive system for receiving from a user a first 
location of an object-of-interest in one of said image sets, Col. 11, lines 3-56, address 
specific challenges of dealing with occlusion in representations of 3D images. The cited 
section of Cowperthwaite discloses a method for providing non-occluded views of 
objects or ROIs in a 3D information representation with minimal adjustment of the 
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original structure and without the use of cutting planes, transparency or information 
filtering. Cowperthwaite describes how the application of 2D techniques to 3D can be 
extended in a manner that accounts for the presence of elements occluding the object of 
interest. The 3D manipulation of an information presentation surface is an intermediate 
step in the process of creating a new 2D layout of the information. 

Cowperthwaite is thus directed to removing occlusions in the display or 
representation of a single 3D image volume, and nowhere discloses a plurality of main 
displays ... adapted for the simultaneous display of images from different image sets, as 
essentially recited in claims 1, 10, and 19. 

Vining is directed to a method and system for reporting findings of an expert's 
analysis of image data. Vining' s reporting system forms the basis of an image 
management system that can efficiently and systematically generate image reports, 
facilitate data entry into searchable databases for data mining, and expedite billing and 
collections for the expert's services. An expert identifies a significant finding on an 
image and attaches a locationrdescription code to the location of that finding in order to 
create a significant finding and an entry into a database. The expert edits and approves a 
multimedia report which may be delivered by electronic means to an end-user. 

The first section of Vining cited by the Examiner, Col. 6, lines 1-47, described a 
user interface for the display of a single image set. The display can be either 2D or 3D, 
and a toggle means is provided to allow a radiologist to toggle between the two views, 
and two or more series from a same image set can be displayed simultaneously. For 
example, a supine and prone series of a virtual colonoscopy can be displayed. However, 
there is no disclosure in this passage of Vining of receiving and highlighting a second 
location of a second volume-of-interest from a correlation system, said second location 
corresponding to said first location, where the corresponding second volume-of-interest 
[is] in at least one of said other image sets, as essentially recited in claims 1, 10, and 19. 

The second section of Vining cited by the Examiner, Col. 7, lines 3-59, describes 
various menus and functions for manipulation of 3D objects/scenes, including a menu for 
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controlling the size of the volume, a menu for controlling the level of transparency and 
grayscale/color scale of a 3D volume rendering, and functions such as zoom, cutting 
planes, and orientation. This section of Vining also discusses issues involved in 
transitioning between 2D and 3D views. 

However, nowhere in either of these two sections of Vining is there disclosed a . 
correlation system for finding and highlighting a second location, corresponding to said 
first location, of a corresponding second volume-of-interest in at least one of said other 
image sets, as essentially recited in claims 1,10, and 19. 

Thus, Applicant urges that Cowperthwaite fails to disclose or suggest a plurality 
of main displays ... adapted for the simultaneous display of images from different image 
sets, contrary to the Examiner's contention, and that Vining fails to disclose or suggest a 
correlation system for finding and highlighting a second location, corresponding to said 
first location, of a corresponding second volume-of-interests in at least one of said other 
image sets, contrary to the Examiner's contention. Since the combination of 
Cowperthwaite and Vining fails to disclose or suggest all of the limitations of claim 1, 
10, and 19, a prima facie case of obviousness of the claims over Cowperthwaite and 
Vining cannot be maintained. Reconsideration and withdrawal of these section 103 
rejections are respectfully requested. 

Claims 2-9 depend from claim 1, claims 11-18 depend from claim 10, and claims 
20-27 depend from claim 19, and are thus patentable for at least the same reasons as 
claims 1, 10, and 19, respectively. Reconsideration and withdrawal of these section 103 
rejections are respectfully requested. 
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V 



CONCLUSION 



Applicant urges that claims 1-27 as amended are in condition for allowance for at 
least the reasons stated. Early and favorable action on this case is respectfully requested. 
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